
^Afti re Application of 



[ocket No. US01-03047 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Satoh, et al. 



Serial No.: 10/761,352 



Group Art Unit: 2851 



Filed: January 22, 2004 



Examiner: 



Sever, A.T. 



For: STEREOSCOPIC IMAGE DISPLAY APPARATUS 



Honorable Commissioner for Patents 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION AND 
NOTICE OF NON-COMPLIANT AMENDMENT 



Sir: 



In response to the attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment dated July 11, 
2006, the attached claims section of the Preliminary Amendment filed on June 28, 2006, has 
revised claim status consistent with the listing on the Notice. However, it is brought to the 
attention of the LEE that the more recent procedure is to accept status technology when clearly 
understood, even if not precisely consistent with the listing on the Notice. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees for such extension and to credit 
any overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481 . 
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Registration No. 36,769 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



J. 

re Application of 



Satoh, et al. 

Serial No.: 10/761,352 Group Art Unit: 2851 

Filed: January 22, 2004 Examiner: Sever, A. T. 

For: STEREOSCOPIC IMAGE DISPLAY APPARATUS 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT 

Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated March 28, 2006, please amend the above- 
identified application as follows: 



Amendments to the Claims are reflected in the listing of claims, which begins on page 2 of 
this paper. Claims 1 and 15 have been revised to incorporate parts of dependent claims 3 and 
17, with corresponding deletions in the dependent claims. These claim amendments are 
supported by the specification, page 6, second paragraph, and Figure 4. Applicants have 
revised the listing of claims to be considered withdrawn, since a number of claims previously 
considered withdrawn are clearly generic. 

Remarks begin on page 7 of this paper. 



